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MEMORANDUM  
*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the District of Arizona

Neil V. Wake, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted April 13, 2009**  

Before: GRABER, GOULD, and BEA, Circuit Judges.  

Sidney Elgere Lambus, an Arizona state prisoner, appeals pro se from the

district court’s judgment dismissing for failure to state a claim his 42 U.S.C.
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§ 1983 action alleging inadequate living conditions in violation of the Eighth and

Fourteenth Amendments.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We

review de novo a district court’s dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A.  Resnick v.

Hayes, 213 F.3d 443, 447 (9th Cir. 2000).  We affirm.

The district court properly dismissed the action because Lambus failed to

allege sufficient facts to show that defendants had the culpable state of mind

necessary to find an Eighth Amendment violation.  See Wilson v. Seiter, 501 U.S.

294, 299-300 (1991).

Lambus’s remaining contentions are unpersuasive.

Lambus’s motion for qui tam is denied.  

AFFIRMED.


